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~oxhall ~ommuraitS
v . hoard crf Zonin~i Adjus tment ,
App, 1987}

used upon the foregoing, the Order of the ward of Zoning
Adjustment in Application X70 . 2531 is F2EVER.8EI9 ~ritl2out
prejudice to the pursuit by the applicant of further relief,

s~ith this Order .

This order eras revised and adapted by the Zoning Comm
at its meting on ~3uly 8, 1992, by a vote of 3®2 (Tersh
Boasberg and ~Tohn ~ . parsons to adopt ; George . White to
adopt ~Sy proxy votes and ~faybelle Taylor ~ennett and Lloyd L~ .
Smith opposed to adoption} .
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